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WASHINGTON May 21~The Carter -
Admmnstratlon did not mampulate
Central Intelligence Agency predictions *
on Soviet oil productlon a Seriate staff”

. report said today. But the report criti- "
" cized the agency for poor presentanon -

-The thrust-of both reports was that-
prevnous predictions about Soviet oil
production were too optimistic. and

*that nmew data indicated the “Soviets

would produce less. oil' by the :mid-
1980’s and would ultimately have to

‘of its findings. "~ v wesrimport oil-from the world market, thus

In a 25-page analysis,. the staff of
the Senate Select Committee on Intelli-
gence said it opened an, investigaticn
of how the C.LA.. prepared its predics
tions of Soviet oil “production after:,
other energy research groups and the -
press critjcized the findings. ..~ .- '

"Among the charges about the C.LA
.esmmates was that the agency’s conclu-- -
sions' may have been-influenced by ‘.
President Carter’s desire.to persuade -
the American public of the growing
shortage of oil supplies m the world

No Evidence of Comprorms& -

“The committee staff could find no.
evidence that the-integrity and mde-‘-._
pendence of the analytical process, in
the case of the prediction about Soviet
oil production in the 1980's, was com-
promised in any way,” the report said.
- But the report said there were “po- B
‘litical motivations’” behind the release . -
of the C.LA. research.and that atten: .
_tion. was drawn to. the C.LA” s role bv,
the President himself. - i
At issue are two reports, “The Int»r-
cmfwycmfwycmfw P
national Energy Situation: Outlook for
1985” and “Prospects for Soviet Oil .
Production,” which were made public:
last April following Mr. Carter’s appeal
for energy conservation during a “fire-
sgde chat" televxsxon speech on Apnl
1 L

affecting sup0Olies and consumption in
other industrialized nations. .

One report estimated “that the Soviet
Union and Eastern Europe will require
a minimum of 3.5 million barrels a day
of imported oil by 1985. At worst.
- slumping production couldilead. to im-:
port requirements as larg& as, 4. 5 mll-
¢ lion barrels a day.” . i !
Changes Would Be Made ;. e o ;

- These flndmgs, partxcularly the barrel
per day figures, received a hail of criti-
cism from other energy resealrch agen-
cies and in the press. . .

"The report “said that C. IA ofhc:als
told committes members that if they
had the chance to rewrite that particu-.
lar study “they would . definitely-
change that sentence” because it leads
i to- " “misinterpretation.”. .The:- report
noted that the C.I.LA, meant to say that-
. if the Soviet Union did not reduce its.
_.energy consumption. and .increase its.
conservation. practmes;».» the. result ¥
- would be the need for 1mportatlon i
; “No one in the O.ER. (C.LAs Offxce
of Energy Research) believes the Soviet::
Union will import oil at that magm-

_tude, the Senate report said,

The Senate committee report urged--
that the C.LA’s reports on the subject
continue to be made public, but that
care be taken to ensure that “integrity

of the anaytical process.” iyl so: . -
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